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I rise to raise an issue about Small
Business Innovation Research funding
and also Small Business Technology
Transfer Research funding. This bill
which is coming up before us increases
SBIR by 20 percent and increases STTR
by 100 percent. These increases seem
totally out of line to me, particularly
since that money comes out of the re-
search budgets of the other agencies of
the Federal Government. I have offered
an amendment, which I am very grate-
ful to the Rules Committee for making
in order, which would remove those in-
creases.

Let me explain why it is important
to remove those increases. It is because
the money for those is taken away
from the current fundamental research
programs of the Federal Government.
In fact, these increases will remove
$650 million from the other research
funds at various agencies. Just to give
an example that we are talking about
real money here, note that just for NIH
alone, at a time when agency funding
increases are below inflation level and
we are simply not putting enough
money into health research, this par-
ticular change in SBIR and STTR will
reduce the NIH budget by $185 million.

Now we would not think if a proposal
came to the floor to directly reduce
NIH and NSF funding, we would not
even think about bringing it to the
floor or even bringing it up for a vote.
Yet this particular provision was put
in the Small Business bill without the
full consent of the Science Committee.
It was presented to us in such a short
time span, we couldn’t even have a
meeting of or mark-up by the full
Science Committee, which happens to
have jurisdiction over this particular
payment. We managed to have a hear-
ing before a subcommittee, and that
was the extent of the Science Commit-
tee’s involvement.

I think this was done without full
thought and I don’t believe any of my
colleagues are interested in reducing
the funding for the National Science
Foundation, or the Department of De-
fense, or the NIH at a time like this.

So I thank the Rules Committee
again for putting this motion in order.
I also wanted to say my amendment is
supported by the Association of Amer-
ican Universities, the American Asso-
ciation of Medical Colleges, the Fed-
eration of American Societies for Ex-
perimental Biology, the National Asso-
ciation of State Land-Grant Colleges,
and also the National Academy of
Sciences. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port my amendment.

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. I believe it’s April
Fools Day here on the floor of the
House. To hear the members of the
GOP, the Grand Old Oil Party, talking
about how they are there for the con-
sumers, they want to do something to
help American consumers, the same
party that benefits disproportionately
from massive campaign contributions
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from the oil and gas and coal indus-
tries, the same party that holds the
White House, with two oil men in the
White House, the same party that on
the Senate side defeated our energy
provisions because they would have,
God forbid, made the oil and gas com-
panies pay taxes like other members of
the corporate community. It would
have taken away subsidies.

They are crying crocodile tears about
the massive profits their buddies are
making. They are campaign contribu-
tors, they are sponsors, and the Presi-
dent, the oil man, the Vice-President,
the o0il man supply services company.

Now there’s a few things we could do.
The President is a big free trader. He is
trying to push us into more free trade
agreements. He says they work great.
He wants rules-based trade. Well, we
are in the WTO. They have rules. The
rules say you cannot restrict the sup-
ply of a commodity simply to drive up
the price. That is what OPEC is doing.
Now five members of OPEC are in the
WTO.

Will this President, the oil man, the
friend of the Saudis and the others,
will he file a complaint with the World
Trade Organization against OPEC? No.
I wrote to him 3 years ago asking him
to do that. The answer was no. The
Saudis and the OPEC countries want to
get together to collude and drive up
the price of oil. That is just fine with
George Bush. He is all for free trade
and rules-based trade, except when the
rules might hurt some of his buddies,

and then the o0il industry just
piggybacks on top of that.
Now there is another thing they

could do. They could help us with the
provision we put in the farm bill, which
is stalled in the Senate, which would
close the Enron loophole. Remember
Enron? Ken boy, the President’s favor-
ite guy. He just died before he went to
jail. Well, the Enron boys convinced
the Republican Congress to give them a
special loophole, to deregulate energy
commodities to allow for massive spec-
ulation. And there is widespread agree-
ment in the financial community that
about 50 cents of the price that is being
paid at the pump today is being paid
purely because of speculation brought
about by the Enron loophole.

You really want to do something
about the high price of 0il? Help us
close the Enron loophole. Get your
President to file a complaint against
OPEC for colluding to drive up the
price of oil. Help strip out the taxpayer
subsidies to the oil, coal, and gas in-
dustry. You’re taking it out of their
wallets while you take it out of their
pockets at the pump.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Texas, a
member of the Rules Committee, Mr.
SESSIONS.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, we just
heard an argument. That is okay. I can
understand that people want to blame
President Bush for things. But the fact
of the matter is that the pressure on
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this issue comes directly to the Demo-
cratic Party, the Democratic Party
that absolutely cuts America off from
being energy independent. They are the
people, not OPEC, that have caused
America to have to go to OPEC to get
our oil. And in the time when there is
competition for this o0il because we
don’t produce our own here in the
United States, of course you’re going
to pay more money.

To blame this on George Bush, when
in fact it is the Democratic Party that
has shut off America from energy inde-
pendence, from the ability that it has
to go, just one case, to the Arctic Wild-
life Reserve to be able to get millions
and millions of barrels of oil that re-
side within our own United States. We
are the ones, as a result of the Demo-
cratic Party, that have to go to OPEC
to buy the fuel we need.

It is an absolutely ridiculous argu-
ment to blame George Bush when in
fact it was Bill Clinton as President
who vetoed the bill which would have
given us millions of barrels of oil back
in 1995, available to consumers today.
It is the Democratic Party and the
ability from the Speaker, the current
Speaker of the House, Ms. PELOSI, to
follow what we have with their public
policy to make sure that Americans
are paying more at the pump today.
But you can’t blame George Bush.

Let’s put the blame where it really
is, and that is America is not energy
independent. We have to go to other
places, we have to get oil, and the
world wants the same thing from that
marketplace. So rather than throwing
insults at each other, why don’t we do
something about it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield the gentleman an additional 30
seconds.

Mr. SESSIONS.
tleman.

What we need to do is have a real live
debate on this floor where we figure
out that America should become en-
ergy independent. That means we
would be able to not only produce the
o0il and the energy from this country,
but we would be able to have the jobs
that come from that.

I believe the charge that is equally
fair today is to say that it is Ms.
PELOSI’S public policy that built Dubai.
We should quit building Dubai.
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Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, I recognize the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) for 3 min-
utes.

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gentleman
from Vermont very much.

We welcome this debate. We welcome
a debate on the Bush-Republican en-
ergy policy. Let’s begin with a brief re-
view of where the price of oil was back
when President Bush was sworn in as
President. It was $27 a barrel. That is
what President Clinton, that is what

I thank the gen-



